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( 1 ) 







2,2 im m[ ^ ^ torr ^ 100% ^ ^ 

5mT,2oop t(!»7 iT5?TT?r tor m 1 Tiftito ersnf^iq ^ ^ fWf ^ ^ ^ 

% tor ^n?to!, ^ ^ ^ ^ rrer # 

m Sc^ 15^ yrtoT^ ^ ^5t9to y^r fl^ ^ to ' 3 T 3 ^ tor m 1 ?T«TTf^r, 

% ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ TOT % tor ^ tor m t tot ^ 

^-<qT?r ^ to tot 2BT ^ 3 ?to tor w m, ^rrto yifto^ % to?R 9 omr, 2 ooi 

^ 3 r^ 5 fr ajpcT ?m ^ to ^ to^if ^ tot Tfton # 3 T 5 *ffto ^ tor m ^ ^ »nto 

yr Tftor^ ^ to ^ toto ^ wr^ to «it, ^ 3 ?^ Tto yr ^^rtor ^ to 

tor yrrm ^ I 


2.5. ?mT,2002 ^ ^ ^ ?i§l to 100% ^s 4 to Tf?to 3 T 5 *tito ^ to 

'Sito yr yto ^ to totit tor «it t ftt tot? % ^tot % to^i ^ 

’T^ :^to ^ Twn? tof tor err 1 ^r? tot? ^ to ^ntot irt ^rto tor w, ?? 

Tto 5to tot^ yto ^ ?r? ottt tot? toitto ^ ^ to ^tf*t? ^ w ?t i ih yrtor^ 
% Fito yit ?Tfto tor w TOt 51T ^ yrr^ ^ 22 'aT!R 5 iT ,2003 ^ to^r to? tor ?r 1 


3.J. ^ tjBstor % ^tot ^ ?TO ^FTO % ytoto ?t to 'jf^r ^ ?t tor ^ tofto 

^ ?<fHH TOT? SR?J? tor ^1 


3 . 2 . i^tot ^ otor TOT? ^ totosf? y^ ^ ?Rr F#?r tor I :• 


(i) TOT ^ ?*T?j Wl?^' to \iMI5H % Tto ?FT??T OTto ^ to WWJ 16112 iJpT 
STT^to ^ t I 

16 to If, TO 99 ^ 3890 ^!RF ^ ^ 25 Stt ?^?TT!R 

If, to^r ^ ytoR ^ TO TOR ^?TO tof ^ to 10 to ^ ^ ^ i 

(ii) y?? ^ TO f? TOT 3TO? to TO? TOT?? ^ ftoTH ?^?r?TT?)f to ?to ?T ft to ’ipT 
to? ^ ms ^ TOTT? m TOTOT ^ tof? ^to?TT?to^^tto«?t I 

(iii) TOR TOTT?? ^ ^ to to toft ?TT TOT TTTto, ^ to?F? ’tTO? m ^,1994 ^ 

Tftoto to to to I Fto yto to 1974 ^ Tttoto to to to 1 ?^ i984 ^ tototo to ’TTTto 
toi^ ^ to 1994 ??j Tttoto tot ?rto «Rr W? ftorr m 1 ?^^ 1974 ftorro to tor 1994 
Tf?fito to to to tot toto t to to If > 

. (w^ yit trjRy y%?t) 


JR? 

^ JRT 3TT??T 

1974 t 

Mft? to 

1994 t Tftoft? 

to to to 

N 

10 t<chs cT^ 

90/- 

200 /- 

W 

10 TTcF^ t 100 ^ 

45/- 

1 ooz¬ 

W 

100 rr^ ^ oTft 

30/- 

es/- 




[MFTIII— 
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(iv) SRT 11 m^,1998 ^ ^ feTlf^ff ^ 'T^ PlHf^fed 

5Tlf^ 71XT ^ :- 

^ 5% (^sb<jfe) I 

ac^ am ^ 5^T: f^mrT to ^5TTW I 

a^ ^ I ar^ ^ <3^ aftar % to ^ ^ a^toa ^5 ^nto 

to ^ I 

fa oif^Rcki ^ aRa awr ^ Rto^ aato a^ Rto atoto to w m 
^ arfto aTrf,20O5 ms sto ^ 5% (ai^) ar a^ ftorar ow ato t 1 

(v) ^ teft aR 1994 ^ lataa^^i^aR <3TmR air aator MRa aR% 

|CT ^Ttot f^§TTto?Tt ar tor fr ^ ^ 5 ^ 1^,1994 % ^ ^tora ^ to aanar ^ ^ 11 


3.3. ^ ^ ar atot totoif % % toar ^ aaa> a^araa % aatosf aaa srt 

a^ ar a^ ^ aa ^^^raar a^ a^frfto ^ ito atot % 'Siarar 'Stor % aar^fa a^ 9 ntoT 
aa^ ^ ' 3 TW 5 r ^ 'SRa^rar ^ aft% afea ^ 1 aPiRi ^ RraaRaif aa arasr 41 ^ Rai aar ^:- 

/> 

(i) ^^jRia a^ a^ aw to aar^^ (tor) ot ^to ^ i 50 /-aatr aRr tato 

^srafa ai^ a^ 60/-aaR ai^ t^aif aa %aaT a^ aa^ft % t 

’pRia aw fa aaa aM aato aa I #t tfaa^t aato aR^ aa Wa 
toa I i 

(ii) aw ar ftoto ^ to ^ ^ ^aaaaa ^ a^ aa^ to t, aafPB to 
a?t^ ^-to tof ftor aar ^ i 

(iii) a?to, aRiRr % aa a? ^ aFa to I, to a^ ’pma a^ ^ % tof 

^ wsm ^ aaa tofa aatoaa % to ^ to to % to 0.11 to a^ito ar to 
'Snato ^ t 'to ato aia ^paa ato ^ ^ ^ 'Sr^arr ar 10% ^ ^ ^arto i 

aF toto 445 /-W to qajf tto I 1 to' ’F^ ^ ^ tofer aaa to 

tofcT % to ^ ato I, fato to amrai ^ to ^ ' Fato, afto % 

a§fto ^ to 10 i^cpF aa^ ^ a^ ^ to toa^ 445/-aaa to aaif a^ ar a? torr aR^ 
air toa tor i aa^ ^maT ar afto sia ^pT^, 2 oo 51 ftopa tor ^ a^ ^ to Rptoto 
aff a 5 f toto?r a^ tor I > 


(aatr to aa^ toa^) 



10 aa^ aa^ 

445 

(^> 

10 % ^irlto, a^ 100 % a^a 

222 


100 to tor toRF 

144 
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(iv) ^ ^ ^ 1999 t wmj I ^ ^ ^ Fm,2004 ^ mm ^ 

w I I mm. wm ^ ^ mfm ^ tt % M I i ^ ^ 5 ^ 5111,1999 

t ^ Pinf^Rsid ^ ^BT ter I 1 ^ frrqF#?! ^ -^i ^ 

^ yWiRld 5 ^ 5^,1999 ^ mm % 4 )Nir--Jd tel ^ITFIT 

%, ^ tei?i^ ^ wr-wr m mm i ^ ^ mfm m ^ 

c51FTr m\ t :- 

(slfci mm ^ m) 


w 

10 ^ 

342/-WI 

w 

10 Rqi? R dte, qt^ 100 rcj^ R qqr 

171/-OTr 

d) 

100 rrqif dr ^ dte 

' 111/-WQ: 


(v) ywif^d ^ w ^ p: I % mm ^ ^ tt ^pTW, mm ^ s/-mm 

m ^ #?: ^ mm ^ 3.50 m ^ mm ^ ^ 

' IdPiHldl'Srt ^ cid'Jl ^3?TK*T/VnTT ’TT ^1^ <T^c^ 'ST^M \3^ch< Sf^lRd ^ 4)<dl i 


3.4. W SR^ ^ ^ SRT 17 0Rf^,2005 ^ ^ 

^ 178 zm 3ij,MlRd ter w sit i 

! I 


4.1. Rr4ftcT wT?ft '45i4RiRr % ^ 5R?iTr snt ^ 3i^te sRto 

^ ifgmr feiHt ^ ‘3ff^ 15 ^ mm ^)^'?)cwd ^RTtf^^rr 

(#TWn^) ^ 'dv^ ^ ^ ^ MRdif^d tor w qr i 


4.3. #^'3T1^, ^ ^ SRdrq cflf tel I #T 

^ ^ 4wiRid t: ^ t ! 


5. SR^rq ^ ^?Tr ^ mm m, % RiRr” i^aif tt defter 5 r^ 

qrr ten ^RTT qy 1 ^ FfR &i<i ^ '3FRT fcBqr % I mR 

^3Ttt m ^ 5?sq. dr dM ^ teiRiter mv^ R Rry qr^ t :- 


iFRT. i*!R V(^ 

---1-^- 

(i) 5RdTte ^ d TFJRq dtenR 1 


(it) w 5 R 3 qR f^ qqr dM wj Riter 
^iiiqiRql' ^ m te ^ q^ R 
tertr ^ ^Tte d ai^i# 

^ ^ df fdfjd t i 


(iii) 3 w[d R telT qqT t eRFT 

d Mt q^ te-^ dt t 
dr ?dte Mel qipdq^ ^ te 


?[RT !R^ ^ 

m ^ ywiRid R?Tte ^ cbr^ dMte tr^ yftef 
5.65 ^ wer dl^HlPld I I 

wter d qrte R R?ter df t: '»5pr teiR ^ ^q?TR 
R Rqte cBtR R Rqr filter ten w t 115 ^ 
qRR % ter w^ q?r yfMdR d I I 

^id qR^sTqrfRff R dni yifted fi.i<i Rrqcr tdir 
m, f^qtqr 5 ^^,1999 R mWm '‘^Rr terqr ^ qte 
qy ^qqr =lddMd SR^ fdJT I I 

TpTTRT ^rdt di ^ te^r d ^ R y^ddr 
^fteF tete qq q^ fdrqr qis^ wm '»jd d q^ 
teeT qid d Rtr 'SqqiT d Riq R ten qqr t i fqR 
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Sfn ^ -STra^ ^ ^ ^ <3TT^ 
’TT ^r^TR PftrfRa fcfRTr ^FIT ^ I ^ 

^’«|'^ ^ ^T^TR ^ P^^lRd 

^ ^Kcf^ ^ RI'cIK cf7<^ 

^ OTTt # RT^ - Tl^ 

mm ■5RT ^ 5I5?fR ^ ^ 

tlHM ^ %R f^^l’ch 8 Rr^,2004 ^ 

Wf[ 4|R|JM f^$TTRtf§flf ^ ^R^ m\ 
^enRmrRcr ?#5 r ^ \ 

(iv) mf ^ (<3^ cfRr ^ ^ ^ 0.11 
^ Cl441ci<), ^ m ’pRFT ^1^ ^ 

^ ^ ^T33m# # ^ ’Ipr 

^ I, ^ ( 3 TmR m 445/- w^ yt!r 

^ ipl^ifqa ^ RfcBfR^ ^ qjtRt 
5R^ ^ I 


(v) ^ ^ ^ t^R^ tmn SR^ ^ 

mm^ f^5TTf^$flf ^ <3T3^fR ^ ton 
^ ^RR ^ ^ 6% nr teRT w 


to I 7RT mm ^ 

I #T ^ 1973 ^ ^ Rito to ^ ^ I I 
dcfto, ^3^RRr toj ^ ^ TORT 1 1 
?zjRr «g^ ^Pi, ^ WRR pRjfftn nR% 
^ to toto Rrto ^R^ m \Rr^ nto ^ tor 
^ ton ^ ti'^dT I 


’Ipr ^ nr nt TRT mm ^ nftofw ^mr fto to 
to ^ ton to to ^ toto ^ ^ t totor to 
^ fto vjfto '3TmR ^ '3Rnn ^ ^ yntorrsf 

ftot TRT RT^jR SiKI to^ nR '3RRRT 

'Srrtor, ' 3 rr nn w '?rto nn smiR ton nnr 
nr I fto nn sim ton ^pRm ^ 0.11 

W7 to nntor ^ nr nr ^ronsr ^ ^rft Prto ^pf^^crt 
^ fto toR ^'to Adii^n f^rPr^ c^rrt ^nton 
^ I I tot A 0 <ir?n toto ^ tofer ton 
^ msr^ to ^ ^ nn ¥m ^?nfn I, nntPn to 
^ ^ ntor t ■slk O -11 wr' to nto37 

^ nr nit 'SnnR ^ ^ ^ ton nm nr ‘S^tr ntoto 'Sr^nm 
(1 Tj^ = 4057 toto) nn tor to nn to 
nr t qRcifcfd ton w, ^ ton^ 445/-^ to rim 
tofr I I 

nn y<dici nto Rnn, trt Rmnr "SiRT 3TTton 
nit TTRcT nn ^ 'Snnnn ton nnr f 1 to 10 
3000 z^ ^ zziizz m tonr to’ i|n nF nr to crn^ 
2460/-^<4 ^cictl t, -SFR eRFT ^3W7 ^ nit IJtFnR 

to" 60/'^ tonR '^^tr c^n^ ^ ton nr 
to z^ 8/-W1: n 5 t nr ^ m tonr ton nrnr 
|i m •5RT ntoto n?t pnr t n^n tonr 
I #T 7RT nwT, to n?r ’jPr nr 3.50 wr 
^ nr nr ^mn wm, tom ^ tonto tonr 
4 ^ fton "nm) 1 slki ywiRid ‘Sltr trt RmjR "srt 
rmr^ n^ n^ c^rm ^ onnR nr nF frj ^ to 
nsHmiRnt nit 'srt nr ^ uwiRid n^fran ^ nf^ 
^ nit^ tonnncT to to, nto nF n^^ 1994 ^ ftoR 
^ nr nn rmnn ton tot t 1 

"^to, ^ nn niti nRR to t, Fntor 

6% n^t nr nr touR ^ nttonn nn nn to rjsnr 1 
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(vi) ^ 

^ SRT ^ ^ 

^ ^ 5RT 

^ 'Sn^fer ^ ^ 

^ ^ cb^di ’Itr ^ ^ ^ 

pf%i I I 

(vu) ^ ^ ^ I 

’^pFTt ^ ch^ % H^KN ^ 'Stf^nf^n 
f^W«IT I ?F ’Ipr % ^ T9^ 

cf)41<£l WJ ^ ^ fqcbl^ ^TFTcf ^ sjjtrr 
yi^a ^ ^f*^4l TT TtT^ SRT cZRT ^ 
^ '3i^<?Pr dlMd, '3PTT ^ ^ ®q^<l 

^ I 


(viii) TtH 5RT Md5. ^ ^ ^ipT ^ 

^ 1994 ^ ^lTtf,2005 ^ 5R^ ^ ^ 

SRT OT^rr W f^lTFTT ^ ^ 
^ ^ §T^ ^ ^ ^ tor 

^311^ I 

(ix) ^ df^n^d ^ ^ ^T#R«T ^pTW 

?m ^ ^ ^ mm 3?^ 
^ #r ^3^ ywif^rl ^ ^ 1 


^ tiJfi)[^n ^3T% ^ fcT^ 'Sn^ITTi f^tid t?)<*it ^Ml I 

^H\^\ I % ^ m wr3i|T ^ ^ 

^ fcFT f^ mm ^ apTR ^ cRf#r <3 tt^ w 

<?>l^ ^ «H'>J!K ^ dH<4 9dl tPTT^ ^ ^ 

^ y<4ltl 'Nl ?iT, nJT^ ^pRRT ^d''l ^ t^Flfcr 

^ «»4ldl ^ ^ I Pl«bN ^ 4)10^ 

ter w qr ^ ^ fir! ^ 

d3 % F#T I, ^ ^ ^1% #!! I 

^ I % ^ ^ 1973 % m§ % HFRR ^ 
<3lf^nifld' ^ #T ^5^ TtR % 
^ ^ f^ elTW ^ ^ 11 ^ 

'%T I %r" 3imR wm f^f^Hfdl^i! ^ 3TRf^ ^ 
M I I TtR sm ^ f^TOT w I, 

SRT tp?^ ^ 3mR j3nc#d ^ ^ 

t (TF^ d<=hi< ^ ^ fq'^ldd cR# t, 

ydH cb<^ t t!^I^ STHiRci %) 1 Td^ 

f^TRF vn^ WT I I 

d^[[^, d5l ^ cb<’1l hR^I^ ^ 'SFFT FRIT f^ 

^I?lRt, ^ '315?^ ^Rfd ^ 3PT ^ ^FTdT %, 

^ m ftmi ^ tt ?f?Tf^ 

^ #r f^iRr m ymte mi 

df^d FllHdl cZpqr ^ yirld4 cR^ 30 cii<g WX mi 

I I 

^ ^ 31^1^ Rirq t I FT^ tor I- 

^ 2003-04 #T 2004-05 ^ ^RR Wm ^ % RdT 
f^>Rr ^ Rrfr mi %, ^r!% q^ ^ Hcflcbiyi 

*Rll<?iq ^ qRT clTdd % '^R TT q^ f^TTFIT 

Rbqi qffcTT f" 1 

SRdR R: ’•^ ^ FiRqFi ^pTTR mm: ^ 

qq^ ^ ^ Rftirrt I : 

(q3) q^ - 60.oo/-w^ qfR qq^? 

(^) ?m ^qqiT - 3.50 ■ qfR qq 

(q) Rqqr^ - ^ ^ qq s.oo qqq qfR qq 


3TqT qR! #T qR i:r^ qrq 1^ qrrr q! qfR 
m 35 io/-wr tq?fr I (q^iqR qfR io(qq) ^ 3000 
qq m qqrrqq qrqR |tr)i 

(x) qqr qqqr qiFT R qq^ Rboo, ^ R^tRr qR #r RRRiq qqqRnfRif % RRi Rwifer q^ q^R 

izRFiT q^ q< I ) Rif^ ^ mm t oiRid!4'd: qqqr f^Rrq ^ R?tRr ^ mm ^ M 

^ q^ FsfrtRq q)<^ q^ JiR.^idi'Si! ^ I qqqr qi q^Rpirq % d^q qr '4!, qt( Mii ^ R4! 

qq ^q^ ^ tor m, 1 sicf dRnRid ^ qqcnf! #r qqqr^ ^ ^iRr q^ qRm 

% ^ffRrq q^ qr •^qmq qr % mjw i 








[mm—-^4] 

6. M sra^^oTf % wm 'iPr ^i§t ^ y^if^id I, ^ 

’TPf# ^H<i|l4 J??T^ viflWib ’Tif W W «IT -I 

7. ^ ihi4m^ ^ mr ^ PRf^rte ^- 

(i) ^ ^ ^ ^ pR ^ ^nr {?TO#r) ’pr i?rm, mm 

m ^,1994 T(9itto Pijirr w m 11[^ Pm m mm ^ Psnif^ifsfff ^ PmfP?T m ^ 

^sKm ^ w ^ Wf ^ mm ^ftitsT^r 1999 m 1 

^ W t, PnSf^ ^ m 5l[^W ^ iJpT ^ Pr? f^iTT? ^ 

t ^ TOTT?ff m #f?T m^ % 3?^ m % Pm ^ PBm w m \ ^ 

Flm t PB ^ ^ mm ^ ^ ^ • H^<h<^i ^ armr I ^ tojtt 

t ^?Ptr ywr ^ ^ <hi< Pn ft4 y 

if w snpmw SRT PBI^ ^ 'im^ib’flf ^ Pb^tt W % I 

(ii) m y'iPi^<yi wmjff ^bt Pbw PmfPw ?bt^ ^ to # 5rf«T ^ ^ f^?nM9ff 

^ mm t 1 mm m wm mff ^ ^ ^ ^ snTO m ^,2004 if 

f^?nPf??it ^ TO ^ ^ wm ’jjw PryfPw ?BT5t ^ mmt gh i 4 Pi Pi 

1BT ^ ^ % PmP^ PBm w t I ^ ^ wm ^ mm mm ^ ^< B P m to 

^ 'STRmr 'jP? ^ Pt^ ^itB' if qiwPt«r) ofltin mR 'jPr ^ v3^n*i 

PiPr^ m Pf^Bf# Mm mm m^ M m^ 

m Pm ^BT^f 51 ^ Pwfto PBm m t 1 pBmr if tot PiFfftF ’jpr ^ wm ^ 

^ 6 % 'TT Pm PBm mm t 1 yifror, i5ttt P m Tpfm ^ trf Ptomh mm 

^ ^ 3TO m PBTTt; ^ TPfm ^ mm | 1 

if Pbft tr Pb mm ^ <Br ^j|5fTO tpf ftot ^ MR«bPifl if tow ^rlf 

t offT F ^ PfF^ ^ ^ F^FT ’JpT ^ Tppft Ig-STT t 1 FTOF T^f?|?T 

PfPnrr ^ m jbt to ^rlf Fsm, ^?ffpj 1973 ir «F?f< Pite ^ B^f 1 1 
’jpr ^ wm ’jiJfTr «f?f PrvfPiT ^ Pfc^ 3 ^ 5 *^ mm otwbt ^ if i?Pf 
FF ’7T?r Pbfc( ^ ^frmr, Ptftt ^ff f^ mi ^ totf if^^sjpri^^^pFT 

t^, ^ ^ FFF 'JPt % ^JPPffF % I 

ywipifl PBFFT P!?BTF^ ^ Pf^ TO!< PiPr FTm ^ pFTPPfFf ^ Fif ^ I 
fftP", PmfpF ?tM % mm ^ to if stf fto iff M ^ totPif 
PB rmr 'tt ^PfpTF FF3?ff ^ 5 ^ fbfPt ^ ^km m siPrwr totPtf 

M\m ?BT^ IF 1 ^^ I l IF FIF^ ^ Wf ^TP Pgl ' P r ^ if TO PBF FF 3 Tf 7 m 
STF TOTF m *Br FF«Pt TO FT TTOT ^ FF 3TO ^jfeTF Bff ^TTOTI 

(iii) Mit % ^»1999 % mPf Mi TfFpTF lit Fitter % qfF FFf 1^ FFffPf FT ’jjm# 
TOT % TPfrftlF ift IF 3T3*fm TO t I 

?feTO if ^pTF Pbft ^ Pb ^ ^ ’TO ^ ^ ^ tPTO i§t Fiff^ % F?i\PrF 

iff FT F^STFTf^ STF ’^PT PBTFT ^ ?fTO' lit mW ^ M ^ ^ ^ F^STFTp if |F ^FFF 

cf^ clrFm TO I I 


FF ^3^ mi ^ TO TO Pb mm t ^ TO P fr ^nim m t mim 

^ I I FTIFT OT TO 2004 if TO F^TOr Tow P^TiPf^^r TO fTO ^ mm: 

tTO f I 
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^ 5T5*# ^ t #T ^ ^ ^^ i Rid 

i t ^ ^ ^ ^ I, % ^ 5 nRi^ ^ 

rm ^ ^ 5 ^cJn^,i999 ^ ^ ^ sr^ 

wr t I 

ly) om ’jRr % q^ qq ^i?Tto ^ % q^k^rsf ^ qfer ## ^ ^^,2005 ^ 
10 ^ ’jpr % f%TT ^ 445/-w^ qfrr ^ c{?t fHiRpT t I ^ 

^ 5 ^p^,1999 % t qfe ^ 342/-Wr qf^ 

qq f^RFTT q^^TiRrcT f^<4i ^ 1 tiH9-ti*i9 qr ?rnj ^<<+>!< % f^§TTRI^§Tt ^ Pi^fRd qrf^qi 
^ ai^qrn qq qf^ ^ 342/-WT q% ^ ywil^d ^ q^ M ^ 1 ^ 445/-w^ qr 

qqtq f^qr qqi ^ 1 ciiR[q> qr q^ ^nqR ^^,2cjo5 % ^^^,1999 wq? 

q^ qq RWT ^'^feq^ q#T ^ I q^ ^ ^ RmfRtr qrf^ ’jPt ^ 
qRR-’J^ ^ q^ 3 n^qq> WT # ^TlRfeT q^ qjRft 1 m qqpT I % qqf 

^ tenq ^rr qr ^ qmiR qr sR^rqi qm q^ ^ ^qRR Wr qq wfrqq Rrfe 
f^qr qqr t 1 . 

qf qsq qpT^ ^ 1% q^qmrt ^ ^ Mt §irf ^ afw i R i ^ ^ qR 
^ t #T qrFT qqr Rq^RT M<dcliqiRill’ % #q ^5?rT^,1999 ^ q^ ^ R^ltRiq ywiRid 

^ % chiq['^<4'i % FR3 Rq^r ^ % ^feq?r q? yiRiq^<y| qq q^^ 

I qOT t I 

(^j) ^(Tqfq 10 ^ qite #T 100 Tj^ t qqr % ^ ^ #t loo it^ ^ 

3(Rrqj q5t cm ^ q^ f^m\ Rrte? qit qqrR rate ter ^ t 
#T ^^rfkc ywite te qt q^ tet t i 

(vi) ^ qrqr terr t f% qgt^, q^ cm ^ % te ^ te ^ 

: fte^ <3i^?rq, qrq^ q^ tete, ?q ^ q#?rq #t <3Fq qmte qte 

^ te ^^qqqr ^ qr qf^ q4 mwr 30 ws wi oert ^fqt t j ^ tete, 

^ te^ ^ qqf % q^ ^ 'Site ^RTcT <3Trq qte^ cTWT ijo WR wr t. teT% 
qRTrte TRte # rwt 5.65 wnq wr q^ qqqr 'jqf^qrte t h qqqr q^ 
t % cm ^ % q^ t TRRq 5RT mqr #t ^qterq ^ qt ^ ter t 1 Mtt ^ 
^fte Rte q?t arte ^tedi q^ t ^ ^ qcR qq^fq^rnt ^ ydci i q i Rd i wr ^ ^ qqs: 
q>i4q)ciiMl‘ q^ q^qr ante-^mrqqr ^ M t 1 'j# Mr ateterif^ qrrq q^ 

^ q?FT ^ qte ^ q^ t ami q?R qq^ qte ^ Rqte q^ %, .q^ Iriq 'snj q^ q§Tfte 
qR^ T^qr qrte, qq ^ ^ q^ ter ra t 1 q^ q^t i?r ci^ te qR% 

^qRTcqq) qqfqr^ qR^ qq ^nq ter ^FTT t, cTTf^ qqq qite'cli'i)' qr qrR ^ 
q)i4cbciNl* ^ ^ q^ qt I 

(vii) Rwr ^ t^§Tfte§Tt ^ ai^RR teq q^ teiqr ?qq: qite) ^ % arte t i q4 1998 % 
f^$TTte§i! % ai^ q^ teRT ^ cqfe ^ 5Vo (q?Bffe) t I ^ 2004 % ^qqftte f^§TTte$Tt 

^ qrte ^ q?r RiRT Ram 2 % q5t q^ I 1 ^ Rte % ^feqq, qrte ^ teR 5 ^^ 1^,2000 
t 4 ^^,2004 qq> q^ atei ^ te teq 4 5% (^fb<^fe) #t qiq te q 4 2% q^ qr 
qr tete q?r tet t 1 q^ tenr q^ tete qR^ qTc^t a^r ?rat % tm ^ q^ q^ 
tiRiRid qR% qq g5TTq ter ^qqr t qrqqr q^ f^5Tfte?ft ^ ai^?^ t 1 










^ Tl^PfSr : 
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8! #c 1^ Tpr ^ ot ^ ^ % 

^ ^ OT ^ SR^rfe f^F^ite' ^ ^ ogiftfer I :- 



5 pit,1999 t ^ 

(W^ 9% 9te^) 

^ m 

^ aiflwnR 


(i) 

id ^chs ?T^ 

342/- 

(^) 

10 Tj^ % ^rRf^, 100 ^ 

171/- 

w 

100 'sDt 'Srf^i^ 

111/- 

: ^5m Mtd- ^ 5 ^prf.sooo % 4 

5% ^ ^ #c 5 ^,2004 % 4 

2% # ^ ^ M 1 

2004 ^ ^ 

2005 ^ '3|^f^ ^ 


5 pit,2005 1 wi t! 

(w 9i^ qf^) 

SFT W 

^ '3fiwH - ! ! 

’ c. r.- ^ 

(f?) 

10- TTcFJ^ ^ ', . ^.. . ;. .. rV-^ 

';'';.,.' .445/-. 

(^) 

10 tr^ % 'Bite, ^ ,100 % SFFT 

" . ■ 2^2/-. .. 


100 #c (Site 

144/* 


(i) ^J'TT PI’mTRci ^ ^ '3T^Rr, ^ ^r?Fr yiRicht^l % '3 i^hV’ 1 % tiifilf^d ^ 'Jiiol 

I, 2% ^ ^ M I 

(ii) vS^ f^mfRcT < 3 W ^ 5 ^^^ 1^,-2005 t 5 ^ f^ ^ #1t I 


3T. -^ffTR^ 3T«2T^ 

[U Is^iM^t in/rV/143/2005/3TOT.3 


TAWFF AIJTHORITY FOR MAJOR PO^^ ^ ^ 

'V''’.-^‘'.;^, .■.NpiTjpcAr^ 

Mumbai, the 3 bthJ^ 

ns 1963 , 

(38 of 1963), the Tar^ Authonty fcir Ports heJ^ approves the prbj^ rec^ from the Kandla Port Tmst ' 








This case rdates to a proposai revived from the Kandia Port Trust (KPT) for 
revision of the rate structure pertaining to salt land leased out by the port 

2.1. The revision of lease rent for the KPT salt lands were last approved by the (then) 
Ministry of Sur^ce Transport in July 1994. As per tile Government Guidelines on tte land and 
wate| front management at major ports, the base of the lease rent is to be re-fixed every five 
yeari Accordingly, the lease rent of salt lands of KPT fell due for revision in July 1999. 

2.2. The KPT had earlier in November 2000 submitted a proposal for 109% upward 
revision in the lease rental for the salt land allotted by the port. In another case relating to revision 
of lefse rentals In the Gandhidham Township area, the KPT had subsequently requested this 
Authority to put on hold the revision bearing in mind the unfortunate fact that the Kutch area was 
hit by two cyclones, one eartii quake and one drought in the past tour years. The KPT, however, 
did not accord the same sympathetic consideration to the small-scale salt manufacturers. Since 
no repson for such a distinction could be cited, this Authority vide its Order dated 9 Ajjgust 2001 
did npt approve any revision in the lease rentals for salt land at that point of time and advised the 
port tjo take up the case of the salt lands for revision only when it decides to reconsider iie revision 
of otl^er land cases. 

2.3. : Subsequently, in November 2002 tiie KPT had again filed a proposal tOj reconsider 

the earlier Order and accord approval for 100% upward revision in the rates of salt larids. In this 
propc sal, the KPT did not address the various Issues raised In the earlier Order. When the gaps 
obseived in the proposal were pointed out. the KPT agreed to revise its pro^sal after 
comprehensively reviewing all the issues involved. This Autiiority, tiierefoie, passed a|i Order on 
22 October 2003 closing the case as withdrawn. 

3.1. I In tills backdrop, the KPT has filed the instant proposal for revisbn of rate 

structure of the salt land leased out for the purpose of manufacture of salt. 

3.2. The KPT has made the following main points in its proposal: 

i (i). The port has allotted approximately 16112 acres of land for manufacture of salt 
and allied industries connected with the salt manufacturing. 

! There are IGmajor lessees having land varying In area from 99 acres to 3890 

acres and 25 minor lessees having land admeasuring 10 acres each ^r the salt 
worlds. 

(ii). The land presently available with the port and leased out to the various lessees for 
manu^uring of salt viras InMy given by Maharao of Kutch to the iiK)rt free of 
cost at the time of form^n of the major port of Kandia. 

; Qji). The rates of land for salt manufecturing vvere last re\H^ by the Govti of iiidia in 
the ^nisljy qf .SMr1iai|^ Transport in JulyEariler to tiiis, flie raies w 
revised in 19T4. fjrr498^ the Bt^^dioff Tmstees of KPT digded hcit'^ revise the 
' rates till 1994, The rates prevalent In 1974 and the rewled rates in 1994 are^ 

tabulated hereinbelow: 
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(Rs. per acre per annum) 


Si. 

No. 

Land admeasuring 

Rates fixed in 
1974 

Rates as 
revised in 
1994 

(a)- 

Upto 10 acres 

90/- 

200/- 

(b). 

Above 10 acres but less 
than 100 acres 

45/- 

100/- 

(c)- 

100 acres and above 

30/- 

65/- 


(iv) . As per the guidelines issued by the Ministry of Surface Transport on 11 March 

1998, following clauses were included in the lease agreement; 

> The lease rent shall be escalated 5% (compoundable) per annum. 

> The base rent for the premises shall be re-fixed every five years. 

> The lease shall not be automatically renewed. The party shall have to 
apply for renewal of the lease for their premises. 

These additional clauses were incorporated in the respective lease deeds as per 
Ifie directive of Govt, of India and the parties have been paying the lease rent at 
5% escalation (compoundable) every year upto March 2005. 

(v) . The rates were last revised in 1994. Considerihg the Govt, guidelines prescribing 

revision of the base once in five years, the rates are already overdue for revision 
since July 1999. 

3.3. In accordance with the Govt, guidelines on land policy, the KPT constituted a 

Committee under the Chairmanship of the Chairman (KPT) and comprising Dy. Collector of Anjar, 
among other members for revising the rate structure of the land leased out by the port for the 
purpose of salt manufacture at Kandla. The recommendations of the Committee are summarised 
below: 

(i) . State Government of Guj&rat levies ground rent of Rs.150/- per hectare per year 

i.e. Rs.60/- per acre per year as informed by Dy. Collector (Anjar). 

Gujarat Govt, is not charging any Royalty at present and decision of charging 
Royalty is pending. 

(ii) . No information regarding- transfer of salt land is available to arrive at the market 

rate as no such transaction has taken place. 

(iii) . The Committee has, however, obtained the rate at which Gujarat Maritime Board 

ailoted land to M/s. Goodearth Maritime Limited for sait export complex at Jakhau, 
at Rs.0.11 per sq.mtr. for the first three years and, thereafter, the rate shall be 
increased by 10% as per the policy of Gujarat Maritime Board. This works out to 
Rs.445/- per acre per annum. Since the said land allotted by Gujarat Maritime 
Board is near the jetty for export of salt, the lands of Kandla and Jakhau are 
comparable. Hence, the Committee decided to consider the rate of Rs.445/- per 
acre per annum for leases upto 10 acres for revision. Based on that, the following 
rates for different kind of leases are recommended by the Committee with effect 
from July 2005; 


(Rs. per acre per annum) 


(a). 

Upto 10 acres 

445 

(b). 

Above 10 acres but less than 100 acres 

222 

(c). 

100 acres and above 

144 
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ART in —Sec. 4 


The rate reviston is due from 1999 ar\d ateo renewal of the salt teas^ have been 
sent to Government in March, 2004. The Government insists on carding out rate 
revision of salt lands. The KPT has, therefore, proposed the folloviring rates for 
retroactive approval from July 1999. The r^s recommerided by the 
Committee has b^n scaled down at the annual escalation factor prs^bed in the 
Government guidelines from time to time for arrhhng at the foHowing proposed 
rates which are to be implemented with retrospective effect from 5 1999: 



(a). 

- in - 

Upto 10 acres 

XI -- 1 

R8.342f- 

(b). 

Above 10 acres but less than 100 acres 

Rs.171/- 

(c). 

100 acres and above 

Rs.ini/- 


(V) The proposed rates are reasonable recognising the fact that KPT dops not charge 
any royalty on salt production / dispatch or cess from the salt martufacturers as 
against levy of royalty Q Rs.8/- per metric tonne on the dispatch |of salt by the 
Government of Gujarat and cess of Rs.3.50 per metric tonne b^ the Cmtral 
Government. 

3.4 The proposal was approved by the Board of Trustees of the KPT Side resolution 

Noil78 of its meeting held on 17 October 2005. 

4.1. In accordance with the consultative procedure prescribed, the KRTlproposal was 

circulated for comments to the Gandhidham Chamber of Commerce and Industry (vCCI), Kahdia 
Sait Manufacturer’s AMOciation (KSMA) and Kutch Small Scale Salt Manuftictumfs Association 
(K0SSMA) as per the list of concerned user organisations forwarded by the KPT. 

4.1 The GCCI, KSMA and KSSSMA have endorsed the proposal of the KPT and have 

agreed to the proposed revision In the rates of salt lands. 


Based on a preliminary scrutiny of the proposei, the KPT was requested to furnish 
Itional Information / clarification on various points. The KPT has furnished Its rteponse to the 
ries raised by us. Some of the main queries raised by us and the clarifications famished by the 
r are given In the following table; 
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explain the reasons for not 
considering any of the other 
factors for determining ttie 
market value of land for 
example - land value as per 
state Govt's ready reckoner, 
highest accepted tender for 
similar transactions, etc. as 
prescribed by die Govt, in 
the policy guidelines issued 
on 8 March 2004. 


Furnish detailed working of 
arriving at the proposed rate 
of Rs.445 per acre per 
annum based on the rate 
(i.e. Rs.0.11 per sq. mtrs. for 
first three years) at which the 
Gujarat Maritime Board 
allotted the land at Jakhau to 
the said lessee. 


being so, various factors prescribed 
by the Govt, for determining the 
market value of land cannot be 
considered in its case. 


In the absence of any proper base 
for determining the market value of 
the land either from the ready 
reckoner of State Government land 
or any sale transaction value during 
the last three years, efforts were 
made to find out the latest allotment, 
if any, made by the State 
Government to any enterprises / 
lessees for salt purposes, it then 
transpired that Gujarat Maritime 
Board has allotted salt land to M/s. 
Goodearth Maritime Ltd. for salt 
export complex at Jakhau at the rate 
of Rs.0.11 per sq. meter. The 
location of both the Kandia Land & 
Jakhau Land allotted to M/s. 
Goodearth Maritime Ltd. are 
comparable as both the lands are in 
proximity towards water front and 
hence the rate of 0.11 per sq. meter 
was taken as a base and converted 
into rate per acre by using the 
conversion factor (1 acre = 4057 sq. 
meters), which comes out to 
Rs.445/- per acre per annum. 

While proposing the rates, a study of 
cost of salt land allotted by the State 
Govt. Land has also been done. 
Considering the production of 3000 
tons per 10 acres, the rate comes to 
Rs.2460/- per acre if the ground rent 
at Rs.60/- per acre and Royalty @ 
Rs.8/- per ton on dispatch of salt Is 
consid^ed excluding tl» component 
of salt cess. This is much higher in 
comparison to the rs^es proposed by 
ttie KPT. (Salt Cess @ Rs.3.50 per 
ton is charged on both Kandia land 
and State Government, hence, not 
considered for comparison purpose). 
Based on this comparison of the 
rates proposed by the port and levied 
by the State Govt., it is clear that the 
lessees will not have any grievance / 
complaint about the proposed rate 
revision by KPT though it appears to 
be approximately twice the earlier 
rate pr^ailinq in 1994. 
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[Part HI —Sec. 4] 




Furnish detailed 

computation to show that the 
lease rentals has been 
arrived at 6% of the market 
value of land as per the 
Government auidelines. 


Furnish detailed comparison 
of how the land allotted by 
Gujarat Maritime Board to 
M/s. Good Earth Maritime 
Ltd., at Jakhau are 
comparable to the salt lands 
of the Kandia Port in terms of 
development and services 
provided to justify adoption 
of that rate for determining 
the rate for lands allotted by 
the KPT for its salt lands. 


It is understood from the 
Committee’s report that 
these lands were acquired 
from Maharao of Kutch free 
of cost. Furnish, the details 
of development cost incurred 
by KPT subsequent to 
acquisition of this land also, 
furnish annual maintenance 
-CQSt^any, incurred by the 
portofTthesei lands. 




As no Market Value of the Salt land 
is available, calculation of Ibase rent 
@ 6% does not arise. 


For revising the rates, scjme base 
has to be fixed. It has reitefated that 
in the absence of any basis for 
determining the market valijie of Salt 
Land, attempts were made {o find out 
the present allotment rates,! if any, in 
the market specifically whe|i Gujarat 
Government is boosting the salt 
exports. Being a Govt, bojdy it was 
feit that the rate will be ccjmparabie 
also recognising that the Ir^cation of 
both the places, is in i proximity 
towards water front 


it is true that the land is: acquired 
from Maharao of Kutoh freje of cost 
prior to 1973 and that Kandia Port 
Trust has not incurred any cost after 
acquisition. The land h^s been 
allotted to Salt Manufacturejrs on "As 
is where is” basis. Sjlnoe no 
development has been dotjie by the 
port, no charges such as Royalty has 
been charged by KPT (ifolike the 
State Government which ^develops 
the land, provides the amenities and 
charges the royalty). Thi Kandia 
Port charges Ground Rerjt for the 
use of land. 

It may, however, not bf out of 
context to mention here that though it 
does not incur any mantenance 
cost, it incurs approximately Rs.30 
lakhs per annum towards 
establishment expenditure for 
maint^ning the records, dealing the 
casesreupervision of thesis land & 
other incfobr^ charges! relating 
thereto. 


The lease rent levied by the 
KPT for each of the years 
from 1994 to March 2005 for 
the salt lands leased by the 
port may be indicated along 
with the conditionalities 
governing the rates. 


Furnish the rates structure of 
salt pans belonging to Govt, 
of Gujarat adjoining the 
lands mention^ in the 
proposal and compare the 
same with the proposed rate. 



The rate structure of the salt pans 
belonging to the Govt, of Gujarat 
adjoining the land mentioned In the 
proposal is as below; 

(a) . Lease Rent-Rs.60.00/- per acre. 

(b) . Salt Cess-Rs.3.50/- per ton. 

(c) . Royalty- Rs.8.00/- pbr ton on 

dispatch of salt.' 
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If all the three rates are taken 
together the rate per acre comes out 
to Rs.3510/- (assuming production of 
3000 tons per 10 (ten) acre per 
annum). 

(X). 

Whether the Lease 

Agreement provides for 
revision of lease rent. The 
legal Implications of revising 
the rates in absence of 
specific clause may be 
brought out clearly. 

The lease agreement executed 
between the KPT and the respective 
lessees invariably provides for 
revision of lease rent. At the time of 
renewal of lease also, such a 
condition will be incorporated in the 
fresh lease and lessee will be 
insisted upon to make payment at 
the revised rates from the date of 
revision. 


6. Since ail the concerned users have agreed to the proposed revision in rates of salt 
land, setting up a joint hearing in this case was found not necessary. 

7. With reference to the totality of the information collected during the processing of 
this case, the following position emerges: 

(i). The lease rent for the KPT salt lands were last revised by the (then) Ministry of 
Surface Transport in the Government of India in July 1994. Going by the five 
year cycle of revision of rate prescribed in the Government Guidelines on the 
subject, the next revision was due in 1999. 

As stated earlier, ^e proposals for revision of lease rentals for salt lands of KPT 
filed in the past on two occasions were not considered ^vourably for the stated 
reasons. It appears that absence of revised rates comes in the way of renewal of 
leases in the relevant cases and the Government has reportedly advised the KPT 
to take action to revise the rates. The proposal in hand addresses many of the 
observations made by this Authority in the earlier proceedings. 

(li). This Authority follows the Government guidelines on port land management for 
prescribing the lease rental of the major ports. 

The existihg guidelines announced by the Government in March 2004 on land and 
water management of Major Port Trusts clearly lays down the procedure to be 
adopted for determining the market value of the port lands. The market value of 
land can be determined taking into consideration the factors like State 
Government's ready reckoner value, the average rate of actual transactions In last 
three years for the lands in the port's vicinity, highest accepted tender value of 
port lands, rate arrived at by the approved valuer and any other relevant factors. 
The lease rent has to be fixed at 6% of the market value of the land so 
determined. Incidentally, the lease agreements also provides for revision of lease 
rent based on the market value prevailing at the time of revision. 

The KPT has stated that valuation of its salt land is not available in the State 
Govt.'s ready reckoner, nor any sale transaction of the salt land has taken place in 
the last three years. The question of adopting the rate of the highest accepted 
tender also does not arise since no tender has been floated since 1973. In the 
absence of availability of appropriate basis for determining the market value of 
land, it has adopted the lease rent at which the Gujarat Maritime Board leased a 
similar land at Jakhau which is reportedly comparable with the salt lands of KPT. 

The methodology adopted to derive the proposed lease rental is not found to be in 
line with the Government guidelines. However, in view of the constraints faced by 
, KPT in^btaining the market value in the prescribed manner, and the consensus 
between the KPT and the concerned user organisations on the proposed lease 
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rentals, this Authority is indined to accept the proposed rates. The approval 
accorded in the speciai circumstances of this case cannot be construed as an 
endorsement of the approach adopted by the KFTand it cannot fbrm any 
precedence eisewhere. 

(iii) . The KPT has sought approval to the revised rates retrospectively w.e.f. July 1999 

i.e. on expiry of five years from the date of previous revision of rates; 

The KPT has reported that the lease agreement Mth the lessees specifically 
provides for payment of ground rent by the lessee at the revisedj rates from the 
date of revision and that the lessees have given an und^king to tl^s effect. 

It is also relevant to mention that the earlier guidelines of the Government require 
- revision of the base rate once in five years. The revised policy gi^idelines issued 
by the Government in March 2004 retains the same position. 

In view of the clear Govt, guidelines in this regard, and also recognising that the 
lease agreements entered by the KPT contain a specific dause allowing 
retrospective revision and the lessees have also not raised any objection to the 
proposed retrospective revidon, this Aufoority acoepts|the proposa of the KPT for 
retrospective revision of rates in respect of its salt land from 5 July i999. 

(iv) . The Committee constituted by the KPT for the pilose of revising Hhe lease rental 

of salt land has recommended a rate of Rs.445/- per acre per anniim for land upto 
10 acres with effect from July 2005. As against this, the KPT has proposed a 
lease rental of Rs.342/* per acre per annum with retroiqaective effpct from the due 
date of last revision i.e. 5 July 1999. The annual escalation fect^r prescribed in 
the Government guidelines in force from time to time has b^en applied on 
Rs.445/- to work backwards the proposed rate of Rs.342/- per ajcre per annum. 
Computation of lease rentals from July 2005 to July 1999 by scalirb down the rate 
for the annual escalation factor does not appear to be the correctjapproach. The 
annual escalation prescribed In the lease agreement does not neoessarily capture 
the fluctuation in the market value of land. This is one of the r^sons why the 
Govt guidelines specify a revision of base rent every five years based on the 
prevailing market rate. 

Nevertheless, recognising the fact that the concerned lessee associations have 
unreservedly accepted the proposed rates and in view of the cledr understanding 
between the port and the concerned lessees for imptementatioiii of the revised 
proposed rates with retrospective effect from July 1999, this Au^rlty approves 
the proposal of the KPT. i 

(V). The lease rent for salt lands in respect of the categories i.e. above 10 acres and 
less than 100 acres and salt land above 100 acres is proposed by maintaining the 
existing differential and hence the proposed slab rates^ls accepted.! 

(vi). The KPT has claimed that though it does not Incur any lexperKltture for 
maintenance of this salt land, approximately Rs.30 lakhs per arfoum Is incurred 
towards establishment expenditure for maintaining the records, deialing the cases, 
supervision of these land and other incidental charges relating thereto. As against 
this, the average income earned by the KPT from the?lease rental for the past few 
years is reported to be around Rs.10 lakhs per annum vtrhich Is anticipated to 
increase by around Rs.5.65 with the proposed upward revi«on. It Is thus dear that 
the revenue from lease of salt land does not cover the es^blishment and 
overhead expenses. The ultimate implicafion of the: i^sition reported by KPT is 
that core port activities cross-subsidising peripheral activities jlike leased salt 
lands. Our earlier specific observation of why the port should continue to 
administer this land which is not in use of the port or concerned twith port related 
use is not answered by KPT. The KPT Is, therefore, advised to ejamine this point 
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and take corrective action so that main port activities are not burdened by the non- 
core activities of the port. 

(vii). As per the Government guidelines, the lease rdnt fixed is subject to an automatic 
annual escalation. In terms of 1998 guidelines, the annual escalation in lease rent 
is at 5% (compoundable). In the revised guidelines of 2004, the quantum of 
annual escalation is reduced to 2%. In view of this position, the annual escalation 
is pfescribed at 5% p.a. (compounded) for the period 5 July 2000 to 4 July 2004 
and thereafter @ 2% p.a. As regards, the other conditionalities, governing the 
lease rentals, the KPT is advised to ensure that it is In line with the Government 
guidelines. 

8. In the result, and for the reasons given above, this Authority approves the 

following rates as proposed by the KPT in respect of salt lands leased out by the KPT; 


“Rates applicable with effect from 5 July 1999 
_ (Rs. per acre per annum) 


SI. No. 

Land admeasuring 

RatM 

(a). 

Upto 10 acres 

342/- 

HKHI 

Above 10 acres but less than 100 acres 

171/- 

(C). 

100 acres and above 

111/- 


Note : 

The tease rent prescribed above will bear an escalation Q 5% (compoundabie) 
per annum for the period 5 July 2000 to 4 July 2004 and (SI 2% per annum for the 
period 5 July 2004 to 4 July 2005.” 


“Rates applicable with effect from 6 July 2005 
_ (Ra. per acre perannum) 


81. No. 

Land admeaaurina 

Rates 

(a). 

Upto 10 acres 

445/- 

(b). 

Above 10 acres but less than 100 acres 

222/- 

(C). 

100 acres and above 

. 

■ _ 


(I) , The rates prescribed above will bear an escalation of 2% per annum till 

such time the rate Is revised with the approval of the competent authority.” 

(II) . The base rates prescribed above will be valid for a period of 5 years w.e.f. 

5 July 2006. 


A. U BONOIRWAR, Chauman 
[ADVr. III/IV/143/2003/Exty.l 
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